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variegated contributions nor draws together common threads. It seems introductory only in its explicit engagement with Millar's interests both inside and outside historical study. However, it is certainly an interesting exercise which succeeds in illuminating both sides of the comparison. Subsequent pieces are more strictly historical in focus. Amelie Kuhrt reflects on the wisdom of academic struggles to combine Assyrian and Jewish accounts of a clash between the state of Judah and the Assyrian Empire in order better to understand a crucial stage in the former's development.
Stephen Mitchell moves us further west to consider the possible causes of the distinctive identity of the Pontic region from the outset of Greek settlement through to the Roman period. Daniel Schwartz then returns us to the Levant as he explores apparently contradictory notions of eleutheria and autonomia in the works of Josephus. We encounter the city of Rome for the first time as Katherine Clarke attempts to respond to Millar's well-publicized dissatisfaction with Tacitus as a historian. Paul Zanker then turns our attention to the physical city as he explores Domitian's vision of an appropriate imperial home and the interaction of public and private spaces within it. Turning to lower levels of imperial government, Werner Eck seeks to reconstruct the norms of careers in imperial administrative bureaucracy through prosopography. Finally, Peter Garnsey takes a further chronological leap forward as he attempts to establish what role the obscure Lactantius has to play in the search for the intellectual influences of the higher-profile Augustine.
Clearly, a properly critical review of all contributions to this volume is impossible from a single reviewer. The subject material involved is far too broad and so evaluation must be confined to general observations. First and foremost, the volume maintains high academic standards. The Millar celebrations were not an occasion for the trotting out of store-cupboard papersthese are detailed analytical pieces arising from areas of active research. Despite the general clarity of argumentation, they are not intended as beginners' introductions and those not already tolerably familiar with the subject material will struggle to appreciate them fully. All authors link their work to Millar's own interests through subject matter, but most also acknowledge debts to his general methodological approaches or to specific criticism of past research which had made the piece in question possible or even necessary. On a strictly practical note, all papers are carefully referenced by footnotes, there is generous provision of figures and maps where they are necessary, and a systematic bibliography of Millar's work.
However, it seems unlikely that any single reader will find the whole work of great interest. The significance of the complete volume is simply to recognize the breadth and depth of scholarship that Millar has achieved himself and the degree to which he has provided scholarly inspiration to others. Detailed perusal is not really necessary to achieve this enda glance through the editors' preface and contents page will suffice. As with most works of the festschrift-type, the real value of this volume lies in the role of the individual component essays as contributions to their respective fields of research. That is something I suspect the man at the centre of all this academic effort would find perfectly reasonable. , on the other hand, proposes to separate cult and polis and introduces  instead a tripartite structure: cult, polis, and ruler. This triangular model sees the ruler, whether that be king or Rome, mediating between polis and cult. Certainly one should not imagine that the relations between cult and city were always harmonious, especially where matters of money were World (2003) , 408-15. D.'s model may rather over-simplify but her discussion gives full weight to the complexity of the relationship between polis and cult.
REVIEWS concerned, but D. may be pushing her point too far. The local sanctuary was an important source of polis prestige, duly acknowledged on a city's coins as Ephesus celebrated the Artemesion and Aizani its cult of Zeus. The overlap between cult and polis was extensive, as D. Potter has recently shown in A. Erskine (ed.), A Companion to the Hellenistic
Those studying religion in Asia Minor have often distinguished between different types of cults; opposed to the Greek polis cult are the cults variously described as indigenous, rural, or even in the cases such as Galatian Pessinous as 'temple-states'. While acknowledging that distinctions can be made, D. is wary of excessive categorization and would prefer to emphasize the many aspects that these cults have in common with each other, both in their organization and in their relations with the central authority. That the evidence is largely epigraphic and Greek may, however, make cults seem rather more similar than they were in practice. D. has much of interest to say, not least on the role of sanctuaries as bankers and on the buying and selling of priesthoods, but she has not written a book that is easy to follow; it can be difficult to see where the argument is going. It does not help that discussion of the main examples (e.g. Ephesus, Mylasa and Labraunda, Aezani, Syrian Baetocaece, the latter for comparative purposes) is broken up between sections, making a clear understanding of any particular case hard to attain. Moreover, the repeated stress on the tripartite structure can prove a distraction. She offers, for instance, an insightful and subtle examination of the finances of the Artemesion in the light of Paullus Fabius Persicus' letter to the city of Ephesus on the subject. Yet it is never clear how this is intended to answer the opening question: 'Does the triangle apply to Ephesus?' The letter itself is particularly revealing and reflects a Roman concern with ensuring financial regularity that is not so evident among their Hellenistic predecessors. Pliny's Bithynian sojourn displays a similar preoccupation.
Difficult as D.'s book may be, it offers important challenges to long-established ways of thinking about ancient religion, both Greek and non-Greek.
